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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, tiowever, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 May 2001 . 
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5) \3 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim{s) 1-64 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-64 are pending. 

2. The IDS filed 09/24/02 and 1 1/19/03 are considered. 

3. The Priority Document filed 1 1/20/03 is acknowledged. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 

reference sign 406 in Fig. 4, 

reference signs 530, 502, and 504 in Fig. 5, 

reference sign 634 in Fig. 6, 

reference sign 736 in Fig. 7, and 

reference sign 1100 in Fig. 10. 

A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. The specification is objected since it contains a typographical error. 
In page 19, line 5; the second period after "frequency" should be deleted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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7. Claims 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter since claim 23 claims "A computer program" per 
se and does not positively recite that the program is stored on a medium that can be 
read by a machine. As such, the claimed invention is not directed to a machine readable 
medium or a manufacturer article. 

Claims 24-41 depend on claim 23 so claims 24-41 are rejected on the same 
rationale. 

Claims 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter since claims 42-43 claims "A computer program 
product" per se and does not positively recite that the program is stored on a medium 
that can be read by a machine. As such, the claimed invention is not directed to a 
machine readable medium or a manufacturer article. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 14-16, 36-38. and 57-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claim 14 recites the limitation "said preview" in line 3. It is not clear that this "said 
preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 7 or "a pop-up preview" of claim 
1 . Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "said preview" in line 1. It is not clear that this "said 
preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 7 or "a pop-up preview" of claim 
1 . Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 16 depends on claim 15 so claim 16 is rejected on the same rationale. 

Claim 36 recites the limitation "said preview" in lines 3-4. It is not clear that this 
"said preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 36 or "a pop-up preview" of 
claim 23. Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 37 recites the limitation "said preview" in line 1 . It is not clear that this "said 
preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 36 or "a pop-up preview" of claim 
23. Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 38 depends on claim 37 so claim 38 is rejected on the same rationale. 

Claim 57 recites the limitation "said preview" in lines 3-4. It is not clear that this 
"said preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 57 or "a pop-up preview" of 
claim 44. Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 58 recites the limitation "said preview" in line 1. It is not clear that this "said 
preview" refers to "a training preview" in line 2 of claim 57 or "a pop-up preview" of claim 
44. Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 59 depends on claim 58 so claim 59 is rejected on the same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-3, 8-9, 11-12, 17-19. 22-25. 30-31, 33-34. 39-41. 44-46, 51-52. 54-55. 
and 60-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gorbet et a! 
("Gorbet", USP 6542163) and van Cruyningen (USP 5805167). 

Regarding claims 1 . 22-23, and 44, Gorbet teaches steps for providing active 
user feedback (by showing changes in thumbnail in column 3, lines 60-64) in a graphic 
user interface, said steps comprises selecting a soft control currently displayed on the 
graphic user interface (selecting button 86A or 86B on the tip balloon 80), wherein said 
soft control enables a change to be implemented (button 86 A enables the splitting the 
currently displayed slide into two slides; see column 9. lines 4-9) and displaying on said 
graphic user interface a preview reflecting said change (a thumbnail reflecting changes; 
see column 3, lines 60-64). Gorbet differs from the claim in that Gorbet does not teach 
that the preview is a pop-up feature which is displayed only during said soft control 
selection. However, such features are known in the art as taught by van Cruyningen. 
Van Cruyningen teaches steps for allowing directional gestures in a pop up menus for 
control and data entry in a computer system (see column 3, lines 25-27). Van 
Cruyningen teaches that the popup menu (see Figure 2) is displayed only upon 
selection action (popup menu is displayed when mouse button is pressed and is 
removed when mouse button is released; see column col 8, lines 66-67 and column 9, 
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lines 29-32). Since both teachings are in the same field of displaying context sensitive 
information in an unobtrusive manner to the user (Gorbet; column 1 , lines 7-12) (Van 
Cmyningen; column 1 , line 62), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teaching of Gorbet and Van Cruyningen before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by Gorbet to include the 
popup menu which is displayed only during selection action taught by Van Cruyningen 
with the motivation being to avoid covering up part of the work area (Van Cruyningen; 
column 1, line 62). 

Regarding claims 2, 24, and 45, Gorbet teaches the change relates to an 
attribute of an object capable of being displayed (slides) on the graphical user interface 
(change some words of a slide from title case to lower case; see column 6, lines 33-36). 

Regarding claims 3, 25, and 46, although Gorbet does not explicitly state that the 
preview display is superimposing a working display area, this limitation is taught 
inherently since the preview is placed over the area of Microsoft Powerpoint window 
which is a working display are (see Fig. 2A). 

Regarding claims 8, 30, and 51, Gorbet teaches said displaying step is capable 
of being enabled the preview reflecting change (column 3, lines 60-64). 

Regarding claims 9, 31, and 52, Gorbet teaches that said selection step 
comprises positioning a cursor in a vicinity of the soft control (for selection of one of the 
action buttons 86A and 86B; see col 9, lines 9-10). 

Regarding claims 1 1 , 33, and 54, Gorbet teaches (in column 5, lines 53-58) 
teaches that a selection can be made by clicking mouser button, therefore, it is inherent 
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that Gorbet teaches actively designating said soft control by activating a cursor control 
(clicking on mouse button when cursor is on buttons 86A or 86B). 

Regarding claims 12, 34, and 55, Gorbet teaches that said cursor is positioned 
using a pointing device 42, and cursor control is a control means associated with said 
pointing device 42 (see column 7, lines 30-32; also see mouse 42 in Figure 1). 

Regarding claims 19, 41, and 62, Gorbet teaches the coupling another soft 
control to said soft control, wherein the change implementable by the soft control is 
dependent upon a current setting of the other soft control (edit category may be 
disabled so that no change will be implemented; see column 3, lines 18-25). 

Regarding claims 17-18, 39-40, and 60-61, Van Cruyningen further teaches that 
the pop up menu can be customized by defining user preferences (column 3, lines 32- 
37) and the customization comprises setting the nature of the menu (layout). 
12. Claims 4-7, 13, 20-21, 26-29, 35, 47-50, 56, and 63-64 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gorbet and van Cruyningen as applied to 
claims 1, 23, and 44 above, and further in view of Washington et al ("Washington", USP 
6515682). 

Regarding claims 4, 26, and 47, Gorbet in view of Cruyningen teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed as specified in claims 1 , 23, and 44 above. Gorbet in 
view of Cruyningen does not teach that the preview display is a composite preview 
display comprising a present display state and a changed display state. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Washington. Specifically, Washington teaches 
steps for editing a control, said steps comprising the displaying a composite display 
having the control at present display state and a changed display state (in Figure 18, 
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the cx)ntrol in a present display state is the control displayed in the middle of Formi and 
the control in a changed display state is the control which has slider bar moved from 0 
to about 6.2) (see Fig. 9-10 and 14-18; see column 8, lines 40-43). Since both teachings 
are in the same field of editing in graphical user interface environment (Gorbet; column 
3, lines 60-64) (Washington; column 14-16), it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Gorbet, Van Cruyningen. and Washington 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by 
Gorbet in view of van Cruyningen to include a composite display having the control at 
present display state and a changed display state taught by Washington with the 
motivation being to present the object in both states to enable the user to view and 
evaluate the changes before applying the change to the object (Washington, column 2, 
lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 5, 27, and 48, Gorbet teaches that the display states are 
applied to a symbolic representation of an object displayed on the graphical user 
interface (a thumbnail is a symbolic representation of a slide; see column 3, lines 60- 
64). 

Regarding claims 6, 28, and 49, Gorbet teaches that the display states are 
applied to a literal representation of an object displayed on the graphical user interface 
(words is a literal representation of a slide; see column 6, lines 33-36). 

Regarding claims 7, 29, and 50, Washington teaches the transition between the 
present and changed states (Figure 18 shows the control before the change is applied 
and Figure 21 shows the control after the change is applied). 
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Regarding claims 13, 35, and 56, Gorbet in view of van Cruyningen teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed as specified in claims 1 1 , 33, and 54 above. Gorbet in 
view of van Cruyningen does teach the adjusting and varying the range of the soft 
control in relation to a current setting of the soft control. However, such feature is known 
in the art as taught by Washington. Specifically, Washington teaches steps for editing a 
control, said steps comprise the adjusting and varying the range of the soft control in 
relation to a current setting of the soft control (in fig. 18, slider bar moves from 0 to 6.2, 
therefore range of the control is adjusted and varied). Since both teachings are in the 
same field of editing in graphical user interface environment (Gorbet; column 3, lines 
60-64) (Washington; column 14-16), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teaching of Gorbet, Van Van Cruyningen, and Washington before 
him at the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by Gorbet 
in view of van Cruyningen to include the adjusting and varying the range of the soft 
control in relation to a current setting of the soft control taught by Washington with the 
motivation being to present the object in both states to enable the user to view and 
evaluate the changes before applying the change to the object (Washington, column 2, 
lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 20-21 and 63-64, Gorbet teaches steps for providing active 
user feedback (by showing changes in thumbnail in column 3, lines 60-64) in a graphic 
user interface, said steps comprises selecting a soft control currently displayed on the 
graphic user interface (selecting button 86A or 86B on the tip balloon 80), wherein said 
soft control enables a change to be implemented (button 86 A enables the splitting the 
currently displayed slide into two slides; see column 9, lines 4-9). Gorbet further teaches 
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the change relates to an attribute of an object capable of being displayed (slides) on the 
graphical user interface (change some words of a slide from title case to lower case; 
see column 6, lines 33-36). Gorbet also teaches the displaying on said graphic user 
interface a preview reflecting said change (a thumbnail reflecting changes; see column 
3, lines 60-64). Gorbet does not teach that the preview is a pop-up feature which is 
displayed only during said soft control selection. However, such feature is known in the 
art as taught by van Cruyningen. Van Cruyningen teaches steps for allowing directional 
gestures in a pop up menus for control and data entry in a computer system (see 
column 3, lines 25-27). Van Cruyningen teaches that the popup menu (see Figure 2) is 
displayed only upon selection action (popup menu is displayed when mouse button is 
pressed and is removed when mouse button is released; see column col 8, lines 66-67 
and column 9, lines 29-32). Since both teachings are in the same field of displaying 
context sensitive information in an unobtrusive manner to the user (Gorbet; column 1, 
lines 7-12) (Van Cruyningen; column 1 , line 62), it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Gorbet and Van Cruyningen before him at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by Gorbet to 
include the popup menu which is displayed only during selection action taught by Van 
Cruyningen with the motivation being to avoid covering up part of the work area (Van 
Cmyningen; column 1 , line 62). Gorbet in view of Cruyningen does not teach that the 
preview display comprises a present display state and a changed display state. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Washington. Specifically, 
Washington teaches steps for editing a control, said steps comprising the displaying a 
composite display having the control at present display state and a changed display 
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state (in Figure 18, the control in a present display state is the control displayed in the 
middle of Formi and the control in a changed display state is the control which has 
slider bar moved from 0 to about 6,2) (see Fig. 9-10 and 14-18; see column 8, lines 40- 
43). Since both teachings are in the same field of editing in graphical user interface 
environment (Gorbet; column 3, lines 60-64) (Washington; column 14-16). it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Gorbet, Van 
Cruyningen, and Washington before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the interface system taught by Gorbet in view of van Cruyningen to include a composite 
display having the control at present display state and a changed display state taught by 
Washington with the motivation being to present the object in both states to enable the 
user to view and evaluate the changes before applying the change to the object 
(Washington, column 2, lines 64-67). 

1 3. Claims 1 0. 32, and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gorbet and van Cruyningen as applied to claims 1, 23, and 44 
above, and further in view of Tazoe et al ("Tazoe", USP 6326985). 

Regarding claims 10, 32, and 53, Gorbet in view of Cruyningen teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed as specified in claims 1 . 23, and 44 above. Gorbet in 
view of Van Cruyningen does not teach the passively designating said soft control by 
allowing the cursor to remain in the vicinity of the soft control for a first time period. 
However, this feature is known in the art as taught by Tazoe. Specifically, Tazoe 
teaches a method for providing an excellent display apparatus effectively using the 
display area of the object/window (abstract), Tazoe's teaching comprises that, if the 
mouse cursor stays in the application window over a time period equal or longer than a 
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predetermined time, then return the application window to the active state (passive 
designation) (column 15. lines 12-17). Since both teachings are in the same field of 
processing data displayed on screen (Gorbet; column 1, lines 7-12) (Tazoe; column 1, 
lines 5-17), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the graphical user 
interface art, having the teaching of Gorbet. Van Cruyningen, and Tazoe before him at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by Gorbet in 
view of van Cruyningen to include the passive designation if the mouse cursor stays in 
the application window over a time period equal or longer than a predetermined time 
taught by Tazoe with the motivation being to enable the user/system to conveniently 
activate a desired object without having to perform the click operation of the mouse 
button. 

14. Claims 14-16, 36-38, and 57-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gorbet, van Cruyningen, and Tazoe as applied to claims 10, 32, and 
53 above, and further in view of Washington and Jacober et al ("Jacober", USP 
6020886). 

Regarding claims 14-15, 36-37, and 57-58, Gorbet, Van Cruyningen. and Tazoe 
teach the invention substantially as claimed as specified in claims 10, 32, and 53 above. 
Gorbet, Van Cruyningen, and Tazoe do not teach a transition representing the nominal 
change between the present display state and the changed display state. However, 
such feature is known in the art as taught by Washington. Specifically, Washington 
teaches steps for editing a control, said steps comprising the displaying a composite 
display having the control at present display state and a changed display state (in 
Figure 18. the control in a present display state is the control displayed in the middle of 
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Forml and the control in a changed display state is the control which has slider bar 
moved from 0 to about 6.2) and Washington teaches the transition between the present 
and changed states (Figure 18 shows the control before the change is applied and 
Figure 21 shows the control after the change is applied). Since the teachings are in the 
same field of editing in graphical user interi'ace environment (Gorbet; column 3, lines 
60-64) (Washington; column 14-16), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art. having the teaching of Gorbet, Van Cruyningen, Tazoe, and Washington 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by 
Gorbet, van Cruyningen, in view of Tazoe to include the transition between the present 
and changed states taught by Washington with the motivation being to present the 
object in both states to enable the user to view and evaluate the changes before 
applying the change to the object (Washington, column 2, lines 64-67). Gorbet in view 
of Van Cruyningen does not teach that the preview is a training preview. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Jacober. Jacober teaches a method for 
generating animated help demonstrations which comprises a help demonstration player 
program which guides a user through the steps involved in using a particular feature of 
a software program (training preview) (line 63 of column 2 to line 4). Since the teachings 
are in the same field of displaying helpful information to a user (Gorbet, column 1 , lines 
7-12) (Jacober, column 1, lines 7-9), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the graphical user interface art, having the teaching of Gorbet and Van Cruyningen, 
and Jacober before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the help system 
taught by Gorbet and van Cruyningen to include the help demonstration program taught 
by Jacober with the motivation being to educate the user how to manipulate the control, 
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for example, whether the control should be clicked or double-clicked (see Jacober, 
column 2, lines 18-22 and lines 52-54). 

Regarding claims 16, 38, and 59, Gorbet teaches the displaying step is capable 
of being enabled the preview reflecting change (column 3, lines 60-64). 

15. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. 

Stone et al (USP 5467441) teaches a method for partially and temporally the 
objects in a model data structure. Stone further teaches the permission to preview the 
changes to an image before changes are actually applied. 

Andersen et al (USP 5903905) teaches a method for simultaneously constructing 
and displaying a dynamic preview of a document that provides an accurate customized 
document. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu whose telephone number is (703-605-1232). 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached on (703- 308-3116). 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

(703)-872-9306 

and / or: . 
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(703)-746-5639 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper / amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions) 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 

proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703-305- 

3900), 

Kieu D. Vu 

03/03/04 

JOHN CABECA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 




